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THIS STUBY REPORTS CHILDREARING PRACTICES ANC CHILD
BEHAVIORS ASSUCIATED WITH A SUBSEQUENT LEVEL OF ASFIRATION
fLOA) « ANTECEDENT MEASURES WERE CHILDREARING ATTITUDES
REPORTED BY 379 MOTHERS OF FIVE-YEAR OLDS IN AN TARLIER
STUDY. AT THE TIME OF THIS STUDY, THE 83 SUBJECTS WERE 18
YEARS OLD. THEY WERE ADMINISTERED TWO PERSONALITY SCALES AND
THE ROTTER LEVEL OF ASPIRATION BOARD. THE LOA YIELDS THREE
SCORES CAFABLE OF YIELDING NINE PATTERNS WHICH DESCRIBE AN
INDIVIDUAL®S OVERALL AFPROACH TO THE PROBLEMS OF GOAL
STATEMENT AND GOAL CHANGE. STATEMENTS OF HIGH GOALS
INCONSISTENT WITH PAST ACHIEVEMENT SHOW CONSISTENT AND
SIGNIFICANT TENDENCIES TO BE ASSOCIATED WITH EARLIER MATERNAL
PUNITIVENESS TOWARD AGGRESSION AND CEPENDENCY, HIGH MATERNAL
ANXIETY, AND MORE FREVALENT OBECIENCE PROBLEMS. FAILURE
AVOIDANT LEVELS OF ASFIRATION ARE ASSOCIATED WITH MATERNAL
FROTECTIVENESS, WARMTH, AND GREATER PERMISIVENESS IN SEXUAL
SOCIALIZATION. SEVERAL DIFFICULTIES LIMIT THE VALICITY OF THE
STUDY. THE ORIGINAL STUDY WAS NOT CESIGNEC FOR EVENTUAL

" RESEARCH ON LOA. MUCH OF IMPORTANCE TO GOAL STRIVING BEHAVIOR
UNDOUBTEDLY OCCURRED DURING THE 13 YEAR INTERVAL. MATERNAL
REPORTS OF CHILDREARING PRACTICES ARE POSSIBLY UNRELIABLE.
THE FINDINGS SHOULD BE REGARDED AS SUGGESTIVE RATHER THAN
DEFINITIVE. (AUTHOR/PR)
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This study reports the childrearing practices and child behaviors at
age 5 asgsociated with level of aspiration (7.0A) at age 18. The Rotter LOA x
Board, a measure of goal-setting behavior, was administered to 83 adolescents
whose mothars had participated 13 years earlier in the Sears, Maccoby; and
Levin iaterview study of childrearing. For both LOA D-scoces snd paiteins
there is a consistent and significant tendency for defensively high goal

settiag to be associated with earlier punitiveness toward aggression and

dependency, high maternal anxiety, and more prevalent obedience problems.
Failure-avoldant LOA tends to have emerged firom maternal protectiveness.

Theee findings, however, while spanning a 13 year period and showing ;

consistency, must be regarded as suggestive rather than defianitive given

the large aumber of comparisons made.
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The concept of level of aspiration was first applied to goal-setting

behavior by Dembo (1931), and in the years following Lewin and his students

subjected the setting and changing of achievement goals to an exhaustive
theoretical and experimental analysis (Lewin, Dembo, Festinger, & Sears, 1944).
Although many of the early studies and much of the Lewinian work as @ whole— .
were concernéd wiéh the conditions affecting change in level of aspiration -

for example, success and failure (Festinger, 1942; Hoppe, 1930); the sequence

of task difficulty (Frank, 1935); reference sroup standards (Chapman & Volk-

man, 1939) - the significance of goal-striving for the study of personality

was also appreciated.

There is a considerable personality-centered literature on level of

aspiration, dating back to the 1930s, recognizing the close link between
5 individual pattexns or styles of goal-setting and self-evaluation. The
level of aspiration paradigm -~ the statement of an expectancy or bid,

performance on the task, and the setting of a new level of aspiration --

presents the subject with a problem in sélf-evaluation, and the way he solves
it provides a basis for making some important and gemeral inferences about
his self-confidence or self~e§teem in a wide range of achievement and social
situations. Among the major and established findings are relations Ietween
pattemns of goal setting and history of achiesvement success or fatllure
(Jucknat, 1937; Sears, 1940, 1941), adjustment history and physical defcrmity

(Rotter, 1942), adjustment-maladjustment (Escalona, 1948), psychosomatic
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illpess (Cohem, 1950; Scodel, 1953), and conformity (Crowme & Liverant, 1963;
Odell, 1959). Two general conclusions clearly emerge from the work on level *

of aspiration as a measure of self-evaluative behavior. First, level of

aspivation is curvilinearly related to measures of maladjustment; subjects

independently identified as maladjusted tend to state very high or very low
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goals. Second, experimental analyses of level of aspiration by Holt (1943,
Rotter (1942), and Sears (1940) suggest that the level of aspiration situation
arouses the kinds of defensive processes which characterize individuals'

attempts to avert failure. Many of the studies cited above suggest that’

controlled level of aspiration situations evoke widely genetalized defennive
modes by which the anticipated consequences of failure are avoided. Not very
nuch is known about the developmental antecedeats of level of aspiration
behavior, although it is established that consistent goal striving appears in

very young children and can be observed on controlled tasks by the age of §

3 1/2 to 4 (Anderson, 1940; Heckhausen, 1967). There are/ﬁhﬁhievement findings :

of Winterhottom (1958) on the relation between early independence training and

nAchievement, and high pnAch tends to be associated with more realistic and
appropriate goal levels in risk-taking situations (Atkinson & Litwin, 1960;
McCle¢iland, 1558). The more general relation between nAchievement and
patterns of ievel of aspiration behavior, however, has not yet been worked ocut.
It is fair to say that the childrearing antecedents of level of aspiration and
the generalized seif—evaluative behaviors which are involved in goal setting
have not been systematically investigated.

This study, part of a larger project investigating self-evaluative

behavior and its development, inquires into the childrearing antecedents of

level of aspiration. The antecedent measures, childrearing attitudes and
practices reported by mothers of S-year~old children, were collected in the

Sears, Ifaccoby, and Levin (1957) study. Patterns of Childrearing. The level

\ of aspiiatiou measure was given to young adults whose mothers had been
interviewed abiout theilr childrearing practices 13 years earlier. The design
of the study precludes the collection of childrearing data theoretically

linked to level of aspiration snd to self-evaluative behavior since the
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antecedent data were given and not originally intended to test hypotheses
relating to these variasbles. Thus, this is an omnibus kind of attempt -~ a
frank fishing expedition -~ to make a preliminary identification of some of
the childrearing variables related to level of aspiration behavior in early
adulthood. Another barrier to the testing of specific hyﬁotheses about the
association of childrearing variables and patterns of level of aspiration is
. that theories of aspiration behavior are process theories conceruned with
change and maintenance of expectancies of goals in self-evaluative situations
(Lewir et al, 1944; Rotter, 1954), and they do not specify the content vardiables
accouniting for the initial acquisition of irndividual consistencies in goal-
setting behavior. Thexe does, however, seem to be one general proposition to
exanine: since level of aspiration goal discrepancy scores are curvilinearly
related to maladjustment, we migﬂt expect that those childrearing practices
leading to maladjustment wouid be associated with the setting of extreme
(very high or very low) goals. A low level hypothesis is that critical
childrearing practices in this case ought tc cluster axound severity of
socialilzation - unpermiséiveness and high punitivenaess in the socialization

of the major behavior systems and perhaps maternal coldness.

Method
Subjects
The subjects were 83 young adults, 46 wales and 37 females, whose
mothess had reported their childrearing prectices in the Sears et &l study
in 1951~1952. They were, at the time of our follow~up in the winter and
early spring of 1964~1965; 18 years of age. From partial records dating
from the 1958 follow-up (Maccoby, 1961; Sears, 1961) and some subsequent

contacts with ihese subjects, a list was compiled of the addresses of the
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original participants. The attrition by 1958 was already considerable --
from 379 to 160 ~- and by 1965 approximately 100 subjects could be located.
Of these, a number were away at college; those who came home for ACht:Lstmas
vacation were contacted, and several were run over the holiday. By and large,
the subjects we were sble to contact were those who lived in the same residences
they had in 1952.

All the listed families were contacted by telephone, the nature of the
follow-up was described, and the subject child of the original interview was
invited to come to the Department of Social Relations, Harvard University to
completa scveral measures. A small honorarium and travel expenses were offercd.
Appointments were scheduled for subjects in small groups of 3 or 4, and they

were administered the various measures by the three of us.

Procedure

Wien subjects appeared for appointments, they were given two personality
scales, Following which half of them performed on the level of aapiration taek,
For the remaining subjects, & measure of semnsitivity to emotional communica-
tions preceded level of aspiration performance. This order of administration
was routinely maintained, and there appears to have been no effect of task
order on level of aspiration behavior.

The level of aspiraticn measure was the Rotter (1942) Level of Asplration
Board, a goal-setting technique which involves the statement of expectancies
on a motor skills task. With a cue, the subject hits a small steel ball
down z grooved board numbered at the far end from 1 to 10 and back down to 1.
His aim is to get the highest score pessible. Before each trial he states a
bid or expected score. Success Is defined as reaching or exceeding the bid,

failure as £alling short of it. A goal discrepancy (D) score is calculated
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from the cumulaced discrepancy between previous success or fallure and sub-
sequent estimate. The number of times shifts in estimates occur is also
recorded, and the number of unusual shifts (down after success, up after

fallure) is a second shift score. These three scores may be combined to

yield a serias of nine patterns which describe an individual's overall approach :
to the problem of goal statement and goal change. Rotter (1954) has described

criteria for tha assignment of these patterns and reported satisfactory inter-

judge reliability. The reliability of pattern assignment in this study was

assessed on individual patterns and on the pattern groups described beisw. :
The percent agreement between two judggs* vas 79 on individual patterns and

38 when the patterns were grouped.

These four measures profice the consequent variables of this study.
The patterns were classified in three groups established in previous research
(Crowne, 1966: Crovme & Liverant, 1963): Patterns 1.and 3, the achievement-
oriented, realistic goal-setting styles (stability is present, there is an
absence of unusual shifts, and gosls are sppropriately highexr than past
achievement); Patterns 2, 4, and 7, which involve the avoidance of failure
by overcautiousness (negative D scores, shifts down after success, and a
lack of stability); and Patterms 5, 6, 8, and 9, the more frankly maladjusted
group in which leaving the reality of the situation is seen in avoidance of
gself-evaluation and the stating of wishful estimates (unrealistically high
D scores, a2 refusal to shift or marked lack of stability in shifting, and the | ;

presence of many unusual shifts).

* Crowne and Juliaa B. Rotter
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Results

Characteristics of the Follow-up Sample

Vith the high level of attrition from the original study, it is important
to examine the comparability of our subject sample to the demographic charscter-
istics of the 1952 families. We night anticlipate some differences since the
follov-up subjects came from stable families maintaining the same residences
for nearly 15 years; lower social class families and the upwardly mobile would
be lost.. That is not the case, however: on the revised Warmer index (Warmer,
Meeker, & Fels, 1949) used to scsle socioeconomic status in the original study,
our follow-up group does not differ significantly from the total 1952 saméle.
Neither is there a difference between our follow-up cases and the 1952 sample

in mear: number of children nexr family. These data are presented ian Table 1.

Insert Table 1 about here

While there may well be differences between the follow-up and original groups
on other variables, the characteristics of the original group have been well

maintained on these major demographic varilables.

Analy:is of Childrearing-lLevel of Azpiration Relationships

"he three level of aspiration scores —- D, number of shifts, and number
of unusual shifts -~ were correlated with each of the 188 scales on which
the maternal interviews were rated in the Sesrs et al study. Several addi-
tional summaxy scales, which in ef*act represent factor scores ba:ec on
Milton's (1657) facror analysis of 44 of che oxiginal scales, were includad.

Thesa correlations ware computed separately for males and females ss well as
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for the total group. As a way of testing for curvilinearity, the distributiom
of level of aspiration D scores was divided into quintiles, separate.y for each
¢, and analyses of vauriance for ecach childrearing variable were cemputed with
the quintile groups as the classification variable. The relation of the level
of aspiration patterns to each of the childrearing variables vas assessed by
analysis of variance, using the pattern groups described a@ovc.

Tables 2, 3, and 4 present for each sex and for the sexes combined the
correlations significant at .10 or beyond between the childrearing variables

and the three level of aspiration scores.

Ingert Tables 2, 3, and 4 about here

The first thing to notice is that these correlations are preponderani:iy

i the .20s5 and .308; a very small proportion veach .40. Clearly, fhe
covariation of reported ch}ldraaring practices and maternal characieristics
wvhen the chiidren were five years of age and their level of aspiration
performance in young adulthood accounts for a fraction of the varianca.

The patterns of correlations for the three level of aspiration measures show
sone differences, a result to be expected since the meaning of the turee
scores is not identical. The D scoxe is the primary and clearest measure of
goal-oriented behavior; very low D scores indicate overcautiousness and a
tendency for direct failure avoidance, and D scores in the very high range

suggest the avoidanée of self-evaluation by the fantasy-like substitution of

goal statement for the realistic appraisal of one's attaimnment. The aumber

of shifts is primarily a stability measure, ranging from extreme xrigldity to
lack of stabiiity. The unusual shifts measure is indicative of high

ernpactancics of failure and the defenses used in its anticipation -~ avoidance
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or wishrul overestimation. This index iz complicated by the lumping togather
of two Lkinds of shifis with different meanings -- up after failure and down
after succass -- which are not ordinarily seen together except ia the in-
frequently occurring Pattern 9. They cannot be segrepated, unfortunately,
bacause there are not enough of each type to give a reagsonable distiribution.

The pattern of relationships for males and females is somewhat different.
For males, high D scoces are associated with earlier maternal childrearing
anxiety, limited affectiomal interaction in irnfancy, maternal eeverity im
handling feeding problems and 2 more s:=vere reaction to weaning, high demands
for table manners, high pressure against sex play, greater warmia toward the
child beyoud infancy, high demands for the child to be aggressive (l.e., to
£ight h.s own battles), high use of physical punishment, and high punitive-
ness iu the socialization of aggresaion and dependency (Summary punitiveness
scale). The mothers of éhe high D sco¢e adolescents had less respousibility
for financial policy and became warmer to their children after infancy. On
the shifte measure, warmth in infancy, higher permisgiveness for nasturbation,
high importance attached to school achievement, high use of reasoning and
more inconsistent discipline, low rejection of the child and high permissive-
ness ir the early socialization of sexual behavicr appear to be the important
correlates of a high number of shifts. The mothers of adolescents with a
high nunber of unusual shifts tended to be more severe in the socialization
of sexual behavior (although they exerted less pressure for modesty), had more
time to play with the child, attached high importance to aschool, spanked more
often, vers more incoasistent in discipline, and hsd children wio gove early
evidence of couscience development.

Phe high D scors females tended to come from larger families, ware moxe
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likely to have had frequent early separations from their mothers, were subjected
to somewhat greater restrictions at meals and with radio and TV, had longer
bowel training to wihich they reacted less, were more disobedient, were taught
by their parents bufore starting school, and were more often rewarded with
tangihle rewards and punished by physical means. A high number of shifts in
girls is associlited with early maternal coldness, lov pressure against child-
hood sex play. less time for the mother to play with the child, preschool
teaching, low permissiveness for aggression toward other childrem, high
conscience fevelopment, use of tangible rewards, parental agreement on child-
rearing, and greater paternal strictness. A high number of unusuel shifts in
females yoes along with less wamm mother-infant interactions, acheduled
Ceeding. high neatness demands, greater physical restrictiveness, preschool.
teaching, high aggression demands, punishment for dependency, and high
vunirivences for intrafamily aggression and dependency, Girls with many
unusual shifis tended to come from higher SES families, their mothexrs were
em>loved during the child's first two years, and their mothers were more
delighted whan the child started school.

These findings are generally repeated in the correlatisms for both
sexes combined: higher punitiveness for intrafamily aggression and for
dependent bebavior, high use of physical punishment, high matemal anxiety
about the rearing of children, moxe frequent obedience problems, somawhat
jreater vestricciveness during meals, and early emphasis on school achieve-
ment cte tho major correlates of later high goal discrepancy scoresa. The
patteres of corvelat’ous for the two shifts measures are similar to those

deueri ad tor each aex alone.
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The curvilinearity analysis, involving the quintile D score groups and
separate ANOVs with each of the childrearing variables, failed to yield any
eviderce of nenlinear relationships. The pattern of findings is essentlally
similar to the results of the correlational analyses just described; the high
and low D score groups did not cluster togetter.

The pattern group findings are reported in Tables 5 and 6 for males and
females separately. TFor males, there is a consistent trend for the pattern |
groups associated with higher D scores (Patterns 5, § 8, and 9 and Patterns

1 and 3) to be differentiated from the failure-avoidant pattern group

Insert Tables 5 and 6 about here

(Patterns 2, 4, and 7) on several variables: demands for table manners,
pressure againat sex play, aggression demande, maternal dissatisfaction with
her situation, and maternal anxiety about childrearing. On the summary
punitiveneses scale, which clearly and consistently relates to D sccres,
however, the most disturbed pattern group di¢ not differ from the other uwwo;
the only difference to appear was between the achievenent-oriente- group

(1 and 3) and the fatlure-avoidant pattern group. Subjects with the failure-
avoidant patterms were more likely to have hsd mothers who used withdrawal of
iove a8 a socialization aad contrvol tachnique, and made greater use of
reasoning; thelr fathers were more likely to have been involved in childeare.
The 5, 6, 8, 9. group males weve moxe dependent as small children than the
failurc-avoidant group and less resemoled (were less ldentified with?) their
fathe:s,

myo other scalas appeax herve for the first time: the Gougs Fendninity
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scale and the Prosocial aggression scale. A number of the children in our

follow-up sample were in the 1958 follow-up group. A number of measures

principally dealing with aggression were administered at that time, when the
children were 12 years old. A revised version of Gough's (1957) Femininity (Fe)
scale was also given. Pattern 5, 6, 8, and 9 males were more feminine than

the other two groups at age 12. Concerning pro=ocial or socially appropriate
aggression, the failure-avoidant and more disturbed pattern groups both

tended to have higher (more aggressive) scores at age 12 than the more realistic
pattern group.

The analysis of pattern relationships to the antecedent variables for
femalcs reveals trends similar tc those for males: in general, the high D score
pattern groups were subjected to greatex punitiveness in early childhood,
sreater pumishment for dependency, greater gseverity in the socialization of
agéressive behavior. The mothers of the subjects with more disturbed level. of
aspiration patterns restricted the mobility of their children more, took
longer in bowel training their children, had more severe feeding procbleme,

taught: their children before school, made high extrafamily apgression demamnds

on their children, end tended to use positive models for the child's behavior
(“You don't see Mummy and Daddy using their hands to eat their feod"). The
nothet. of the achievement-oriented pattexn group of girls had greater obadience
probisns with their daughters, exerted greater modesty pressure, spanked more ;

¢ften. were more domimated by their children, were more likely Lo give their

childrrn regular jobs and chores, and felt their parents were lass strict.

Foy £acales particularly, there appears to be some differentiat ion hetweon

the 1 rad 3 and 5, 6, 8, snd 9 patcern proups. The 2, 4, and 7 group, iu
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addition to being low on most of the foregoing variables (i.e., generally less
punitive and severe early childhood experiences), were more often praised for
good table behavior and for playing nicely with other children. On the 1958
follow-up measures, the Pattern 1 and 3 group girls displayed greater

aggression anxiety as well as greater prosocial aggression.

Discussion

The results with the various level of aspiration measures appear to form
a pattern with some consistency, and this is ﬁost clear for the goal discrepancy
gcore. The statement of high goals relative to past achievement in young adults
tends to be associated with earlier maternal punitiveness in the socialization
of aggression and dependency, physical punishment, somewhat greater restrictive-
ness, and less maternal warmth in infancy by mothers who were more anxious
about the rearing of their then five-year-old childrem. Although the pattern
of results is more complex and involves many moxre variables than thls, the
moat consistent core seems to lie here. Combining the three basic level of
aspiration measures to yield the patterns and pattern groups did not produce
any increment in ox more meaningful clustering of the childrearing antecedents
of level of aspiration beha§ior. Perhaps the pattern groups were too crude
and geveral and what failed to emerge with our three groups might have showm
up had we used the nine individual paiterns. That was not possible with the
size of the follow-up sample, however; the frequencies of the separate
patterrs were too small.

Tha weaning of low D scores is less clesr and comes mainly by contrast
with the opposite end of the dimension. Our findings suggest that failure-

avoidant level of aspirstion is sssociated with an early history of mateinal




protectiveness, warmth, relative nonpunitiveness concerning aggression and
dependency, and greater permissiveness in sexual socialization. It seems
quite clear that while the extremes of the D score distribution may be more
maladjusted, they do not h;ve the same childrearing histories. The concept
of maladjustment and its measurement typically include a variety of behavioral
indications of disturbance, and the childrearing differences between high and

low D score subjects in this study strongly suggest the futility of seeking

al o2e L

a unimodal pattern of childrearing antecedents of maladjustment.

Even when due recognition is given to the very large number of correla-

tions computed, of vhich our significant relationships are only a small 'i
fraction, it is something of a surprise that any kind of sensible cluster of |
maternal antecedents would emerge. The Sears et al study was designed as a
broad-zauge investigation of the childrearing and child behavioral variables
{avolved in identification, not as a study of goal-related self-evaluative
behavior, One can point to the 13 year interval between the collection of
the childrearing datz and the wmeasurement of level of aspiration and the

fact that our subjects were but 5 years of age when their mothers reported

on the rearing of their children. Certainly much of importance to later
goal-striving behavior must have oceurred during this long perfod, including
increasing stress un achievement by parents and other social agents. Perhaps
what the mothers raported of their childrearing attitudes and practices at
age 5 represented some widely gemeralized attitudes and specific practices
to appear at later pelnts in the process of gsocialization. But that, of
 course, iy sheer speculation. One would greet the present €indings with

surprise given the vegaries of maternal report of childrearing, too well

known 1ad tow often encountered to xequire detalling here. Finally, the
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Intercorrelations of childrearing practices in the original data, even within -
the same behavior system (e.g., aggression), were notably low, and it should
not have come as a shock had we failed to find a meaningful cluster of
childeearing cofrelatea.

What kind of confidence can be placed in the early childrearing--young
adult ievel of aspiration relationships? Can the significantly associated
shildrearing variables be regarded as causal antecedents? The pattern of
che findings wakes their acceptance more palatable than would be the case if
no system or order could be found, and the relationships with the factor
scales lend plausibility since they cut across specific practices and repre-

sent dimensions of childrearing. But plausibility in a tentative sense is

all we can now argue for. There is no way of determining which of the
childrearing variables are critical for later level of aspiration -- without
which, say, high discrepancies between goals and past achlevement would
simply not appear. There is no ready way of determining which are the
critical variables end which simply covary with the antecedents or are,
indeed, spurious.

There is probably a temptation to reduce the import of these findings

zo the simple statement that the mothers of subjects with high goal discrepancy

M et s ittt DA T

scores were more severe across the board--that general severity of soclaliza-
tion accounts for the results. That was not true, of courge: the mothers of
high D score subjects were punitive socializing agents only in certain areas.
In fact, the level of agpiration measures did not corredtate significantly
with the severity of socialization scale which summed over the major bhehevior
ryatens.

é Our findings suggest that the early childrearing correlates ot level

of aspiration differ from those of nAchievement. Winterbottom (1958) found
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early independence training and reward of the child's attempts at self-
reliance and mastery to be associated with high mAchievement. Our high D
score subjects, to the contrary, tended to be somewhat more restricted in
physical mobility and at home, which does not seem much 1like independence
training. Such a distinction between nAchievement and level of aspiration is
complicated, howevaer, by the fact that Feld's (1960) follow-up of Winter-
botton's subjects revealed a striking reversal: at age 14-16, nAchievement
was negativ:ly correlated with contemporary maternal stress on independence.
To be noted, too, is the Qge difference between the Sears et al children
when the interviews were conducted and Wintechottom's 8-10 year olds;
independence training of the Sears et al chiliren would necessarily have
been curtailed by their age. The early emphasis on school aci:ievement by
the mothers of high D score children, on the other hand, would be consistent
with the development of high nAchievement (c£. Moss & Kagan, 1961)., It
seems clear that the issue cannot be arbitrated by the present data.

The fiadings of this study argue for recognizing clearly the important
‘parfition between iritial exploration of antzcedent variables and the
establishment of relationships firmly anchorzd in both quasi-naturalistic
observations and the experimental manipulation of stimulus events. The
presant findings must be regarded with an eye jaundiced by tentativeness
if not scepticism. They are heuristic for future research, but thare
comes & time with any personality variable when it is tiwe to stop dolnp

studies like this one.
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Follow-up
Sample
Variable Males Females
¥ N 46 37
Socloecononice
M <340 4.114
Status
sD 2,168 2.350
N 46 37
3 Jumber of Child-
3 M 2,520 2.676
{5 rer: in Family
3 s 1.15¢ 0.852
;
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Table 1

and 1952 Samples

Demographic Comparison of the Follow-up

1952 Sampla

193
3.933
2,131

202
2.520°
1.162

Females

el S 0.9, srerer B b

170

7227

Y77
2.737

1.180
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Crowne
Table 2
Significant Correlations Between Childrearing Varlables and
Three Level of Aspiration Scores for Males
1.04
Lode Scale D Score #_shifts # Unusual Shifts
N =z L 4 N X

11 23 Anount of mother's affectionate

intercction with baby 44 =-.37
71 25 Warath, affectional bond,

nother to Infant L5 ,28%
I1 34 Sevarity of reaction to weaning &2 .35
11 38 Suverity in handling feeding

problems v .34
11 40 Restriction of physical

mahility during meals 43 L35
11 43 level of demand for table

NANNEYSs 46 .33
11 54 Asount of pressure for modesty 36 -.32
11 56 Masturlotion permissiveness H3 .31
11 57 Severity of pressure against

masterbation 34 Ak
T3 %9 Sewverity of pressure apainst

gey glaw 29 ,33% 29 .56
11 54 Heour of child's bedtime 32 -.30%
131 14 Does mether find time to play

with cheld 44 .38
131 15 Afvetionate relatiouship, .

nprher o child 45 28"
17T 18 Hew fwoporient that child do

wall in school &y .36 L4 i
TA1 35 Ponands Zor child o be saciable 34 -0

T b Leoands for ehdid zo bLe
o orrranlve 45 L1
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able 2, Cont.
LOA
Scale D Score i _Shifts # Unusval Shifts
N o r N ¢ ior

2 Does child tell about deviation 45 .41

9 Setting up negative models 44 44

0 Prequency with vhich mother spaaks 31 27%

5 Warminzs of danger from environment 41 .28* :

7 TExtent of use of reasoning 37 .31k
3

0 How ofzen threaten and not
follow thyough 45 .31 45 .43 i

3 Does fathexr stay with child when

motiet oui 27 LT® 27 49
6 Responsibility for finoncial | 4
policy 46 .36 3
5 Divisiv: of iabor, husband & wife 44 -.28%
¢ Mother's raoieation of child 41 -.29%

31 ‘“tother®s childrearing voxiety 46 .31 ‘
Swmary suniliveness scale 45 .30 »
Sws 7 <2t revmizsiveness scale 4t .30
Surmar ¢ afa i wurtacance scale 46 .29
Chapue (o warabh, nfaney te

shitdaond b6 .28 .
Physicaliry oF punisinent 45 .30
RN XY
- RS




Crowvne

Table 3

Sienificant Correlations Between Childrearing Variables and

Three Level of Aspiration Scores for Females

LOA
Code Scezle D Score # shifts # Unusual Shifts
E r N b 4 N r l
6 Number of chiidren in family 37 .29% 2
4
k
13 Separstiong from mother, after )
24 months 37 .32 k
3
]
23 Awount of mother's affectionate " 1
interaction with baby 37 -4l 37 =31 ;
36 Scheduling of feeding 3 .43 {
40 Restriction of physical mobility ]
during meals 3L 45 4
43 Duration of bowel training 34 .35 )
52 Child’s reaction to toilet
tvainiag 17 ~.51
52 Severity of pressure against
sex play 17 .40
61 Standavds for neatness and
orderliness 37 <37
66 Strictness about noise 35 .49
67 Restrictions on radio & TV 34 .32
69 Restrictions on physical mobility 3€ .32
77 llow wuch problem with obedience 37 .30%
3 Amecunt child objects to }
separation from mother G .32 4
4
11T 14 Does wother flod time o play ;
wirh chwlld 3032
11T 15 Ancuat of teachiog before child
grarts schond 37 WAl 37 .37 37 . 34

11T 17 Child's dewands for tesching 21 ~.40
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Table 3, Cont.

1.OA
fode Scale D_Score # Shifts # Unuasual Shifts
Noo= N oo X £
LII 26 Demands for child to be aggressive 35 .43
IIY 27 Extent child encouraged tc
fight baclk 27 .39
I1I 28 Permissiveness for inappropriate
agprassion towards children 35 .34
TIY 32 Does child tell ahout deviation 30 .50 3
{IT 36 Extent of use of tsngible rewards 36 .32 36 .41 %
1T 38 Settinpy up positive models 35 47 .
IIT 71 Does mother thiuk Ffathar too stelict ‘ 3 -3
1Y 73 Pacents’ apgreenent of childrearing ]
policies 37 .48 ¢
b
iIL 78 Respeasibilitcy for decigiom
te rove 3& -.37
: IV 20 iotber working during child's ;
5 fivst 2 years 35 34
j IV 23 Which pacent striciey 35 17
W 7 Ampuat of punisbmen: For child's :
dependeny responsss & snount ;
of icyrivatzon nothey feels 37 30
{‘ N . . . 2 - :
Sumaary pundrivaeness goore 30 w3
Change ip waimth from infancy to
~tifldbood: score on lafant nurturmce;
- seer? on nurrent muther warmih k¥ .33
: . " _ 3 R
Reviced indew STS 35 .31
4 Reactiosn to ohild srartiay scheol 34 « 30
Phyricality of punichmant 37 a6
o
b v g ”LQ ¥
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Table 4

Significant Correlations Between Childrearing Variables and

Three Level of Aspiration Scores for Both Sexes

Scale
N
Humbetv children in family 83

Anoval of caretaking in iofaney
by othay agent

Murat fon of breast feeding

Sevaerily of handling feeding
prablens 03

Resteictisnse on physical
nebhility during meals 74

f.ovel of derand for tatle manners 83

Pornissiveness concerning sex play
amsng ehdiidyen

ilow meh nroblem with obedience 83
Avounit of sattention child wants
Mrvhar's respouse Lo dependency

Affestiomate relatiouship, wavmth,
woshay 1o chiid

& el ol eaching beferse childd
s 2wy sehool 83

Mow Limewiant that child dees

wa Lt da school

ndeely with

Dinarnds for nhald to be agpressive 81

Paomigsiveneras for inappropriate

1*sr kg 4 . - - 4 1 -
anureseion towards ohiideon

Unes, ehild tell ahout deviation

D Score

A7

46

LOA

# Shifts

N

e

i

81 .22%

Mg

# Unusual Shi

8

74
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Table 4, Cont.
LOA
sode . Scale D Score #_Shifts # Unusual Shifts
N oz R 3 0r
I17 36 Exteant of use of tangible rewards 82 .25 82 .31
IIT 38 Setting up positive models 73 .32
IIT 39 Setting up negative models 80 .27
I1T 40 Frequeacy with which mother spaaks 75 .24 75 24
IIT 46 fFxtent of use of physical
punishnent 82 WeH
IIY of How ofizs “hreaten to vunish,
thet not Follow throush
LS w6 Wheeh pecent disclplines
XY 67 How strict is fathev
31 72 Does father think mother too styict
IV 8 Division of labor between husband
and wife
fV 15 Hushand's reaction to wife's
prognancy 2 ~%3
(V 18 Mother's attitude towaxd
methar role 83 23
IV 23 Which pareat stricter 82 -.2%
IV 29 lother's rejection of child
IV 31 Hother's childrearing anxiety 83 .20

V7 Punishaent for depeadeancy, and
wweat of irritation mother fecls 71 AL

Physleality of punishment 82 .34
Sumpary punliiveness scale 1 .35
; Revised index, SES

Checklist: Proportion of total vesponses
ceprasenting withdrawal of love irems
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Table 4, Cont.,

Code Scale

D e ]

Reaction to child starting school

Summary: household restrictiveness

=

D Scoxe

i

LOA

# Shifts

N

-~

¥ Unusual Shifts

o miaE i
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Table 5
Summary of Differences Between LOA Pattern Groups®

on Childrearing Variables for Males
Significant Between-

Scale p from ANOV Group Differences

Restrictions on use of fingers for eating .02 32
Level of demand for table manners .005 3:1 {.10); 3>2
Permissiveness concerning sex play .08 1>3 (.10); 2»3
Severity of pressures against sex play 01 3-1; 3-2
Anount of dependency child shows .08 3-2
Denande for child to be aggressive 05 12 3-2
Extent of use of withdrawal of love 04 23
Exient of use of reasoaing 02 2>1
Amount of caretaking €ather does now .06 2>1
How much child takes after father .03 1»3; 2¢3 (.10)

L IV 19 Mother's dissatisfaction with curreni

: situatiom .03 325 321

¥ 31 Mo:her's childrearing anxiety .03 3»>1 (.10); 3>2

Swmmary punitiveness scale .01 1>2

Gough Femininity Scale
(1958 follow-up) 0

LR )

321; 3:2 (.10)

Prosocial apgression scale
(1958 follow-up) 02 2=1; 31 (.10)

X v §
Group 1 is tha pattein 1 and 3 group; 2 is patrewmns 2, &, and 73

3 is patteras 3, 6, 8, and 9
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Gode

II 10
IT 36
IT 37
1T 45
IT 49
IT 54
IT 69
I1 70
IT 77
III 16
¥X1I 17
IIT 23
TII 26
TII 27
IIX 31

TIY 38
IIT 4G
IIX 64
v 32

iv 36

Table 6

s{}
2y
=
=1
[

on Childrearing Variables for Females

Scale
Age difference between child and
next-younger 8ibling
Seheduling of feeding
Severity of feeding problems

Arount of praise for good behavior
at table

Durat ior: of bowel training

Amount of prossure for modesty
Restrictions on phyvsical mobilicy
Givicg child regular jobs aud chores
How wuch problen with obedience

Amount of teaching before child starts
school

Child's demands for teaching

Pralse for plaving nicely with children
Nencuds for ~hild co be agpressive
Extert child encouraged to fight back
Punlshiwent for aggression toward parents
Sertins ad positive models

fraguenty with which woiber span«s
Amouat of caretaking father dous nov

et of child dominance

ere nother’s pagents more sirict

ry of Differences Between LOA Pattern Groups®

p from ANOV

Significant Between-
Group Diffecrences

v el s Ca

.02 351; 322

eyt T s T

.05 3:1 .(.10); 3»2
.07 352 | ;

03 ‘ 1 ;
.05 31 302 ]
.05 122 13 ;
.003 3:1; 32
.08

~06

07

008

.03

5 Vo T D & e
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Table 5, Coat.

Significant Beiween—~

fode Scale p from ANOV Group Differences
%
XV 7 Punishment for dependency, and amount
of irritation mother feels 005 12; 3-2
Surmmary: severity of aggression training .02 1-2: 4:2 (.10) ~
Sumiary punitiveness scale .002 1»2 3+2 ;
Agoresslon Anxiety Scale
(1958 follow-up) .03 a2y 143
Prosocial Agproeesicon Scale
{1953 €oliow-upj) 008 125 123

4 . . -
Group 1 is th2 pzttern 1 and 3 gproups; 2 is patterns 2, 4, and 7;
3 is pattervs 5, 6, 8, and ¥




